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RESPONSE TO RESTRICTION REQUIREMENT 


Assistant Commissioner for Patents 
Washington, D.C. 20231 


Dear Sir: 

This paper is in response to the Office Action mailed on August 9, 2002 
The Examiner has made a restriction requirement in the above-captioned application. 
The Examiner asserts that the application should be restricted to one of two inventions: 
Invention I set forth in claims 1 and 5, and Invention II, set forth in claims 2-4. 

Applicant respectfully requests that the Examiner reconsider the grouping of the 
inventions. Applicant submits that claims 1 and 2 should be grouped together. The Examiner 
asserts that the combination claimed in claim 2, namely an agricultural cart, does not require the 
subcombination, namely a track assembly, for utility. However, claim 2 does recite the 
limitations of a track assembly; therefore, the agricultural cart of claim 2 does require the track 
assembly for utility and could not be used, for example, with normal wheels. 


« 


If the Examiner will not group claims 1 and 2 together, Applicant elects to proceed with 
Group II. 
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Michael C. Gilchrist, Esq. 
Registration No. 40,619 
Dorsey & Whitney LLP 
801 Grand, Suite 3900 
Des Moines, IA 50309 
Telephone: (515)283-1000 
Attorneys for Applicant 
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